KO0 (e B - -1

LA-UR-77-1395

TITLE: EXPERIENCE WITH DYNAMIC MATERIAL CONTROL SUBSYSTEMS

AUTHOR(S): w. R. Severe, J. Hagen, R, Siebelist, Group Q-3
R. P. Wagner, W, M, Olson, Group CMB-11

SUBMITTED TO: the Eighteenth Annual Meeting of the
Institute of Nuclear Materials Management,
Washington, DC, June 28-30, 1977,

N\%“.\\

By acceptance of this article for publication, the
publisher recognizes the Government's (license) rights
in any copyright and the Government and its avthorized

representatives have unrestricted vight to reproduce in
/ whole or in part said arnicle under any copyright
( secured by the publisher.

publisher identify this article as work performed under

The Los Alamos Scientific Laboratery requests that the
) the nuspices of 1! - USERDA.

E ——— NOTICF - -——- —_—
: My repon was prepared av an 2 " .
* vonuered By the Unped States feoesenen Aeelo
the Umitel States nor (he 1ot e TN
Hrwr hoant Deyelaprent Ade T TR
ST Y 1 ranm o
|OS alamos |
(ORI oA
scientific laboratory oo :

of the University of California ' L
LOS ALAMOS, NEW MEXICO 87544

An Aftirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

N UNITED STATES

Fory o 80 __ENERGY RESEARCH AND

St N2 DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION Ny
CONTRACT W.7405-ENG. 36 }'f' ‘

DISTIMUU LT OF Tl Duc Uk INT e s T T ()


About This Report
This official electronic version was created by scanning the best available paper or microfiche copy of the original report at a 300 dpi resolution.  Original color illustrations appear as black and white images.



For additional information or comments, contact: 



Library Without Walls Project 

Los Alamos National Laboratory Research Library

Los Alamos, NM 87544 

Phone: (505)667-4448 

E-mail: lwwp@lanl.gov


EXNPERIENCE WITH DYNAMIC MATERTAL CONTRCL SUBSYSTEMS*

W. R. Severe, J, Hagen, R. Siebelist
Safeguards Subsystems Development and Evaluation Group

R. P. Wagner, W. M. Olson
Plutonium Chemistry and Metallurgy Group

Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory
University of California
Los Alamos, New Mexico

ABSTRACT

Operation of a Dynamic Material Control (DYMAC) prototype system
has yielded some useful information for installing the final system. We
discovered a bias between two methods for measuring filtrates. Evaluation
of a unit process dynamic balance brought to light an operating procedure
that weakens the accountability goals of the DYMAC system, We were able to
correct both situations for the final system ard learned that we must regu-
larly monitor the system once it is operational for similar discrepancies.

INTRODUCTION

DYMAC--the in-plant material control system being developed at the
Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory (LASL)--combines nondestructive assay (NDA)
instrumentation, advanced accountability techniques, and computer technoiogy
to provide dyramic material control for the new LASL plutonium processing
facility presently nearing completion,

A prototype DYMAC system was tested at the existing LASL plutonium
facility over a 3-month period. Operation concluded on March 31, 1977 to
allow DYMAC staff to concentrate on installing the DYMAC system in the new
facility. The experience gained from operating the prototype system has pro-
vided valuable information for a smooth implementation and startup of the
final DYMAC system which begins operation at the new facility in the fall of
1977. Two years from then we expect DYMAC to be fully operational,

ACCOUNTABILITY

The DYMAC system makes use of the unit process accounting area, (unit
process, in short) as the basis of in-plant material control.l We have de-
fined unit process as a unique physical location around which a dynamic balonce
is drawn on a batch basis. Unit process selection requires careful considera-
tion of several criteria: Input and output to the unit process must be mea-
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surced with a reasonable amount of accuracy. One must take into consideration
the amount of material that comprises & batch and the batch residence time
within a unit process. Within the constraints of process logic, the param-
eters must be balanced to maximize the sensitivity of the unit process dynamic
balance.

We speak of dynamic balance becanse processing does not stop for
cleanout between batches. As each batch is processed, we measure feed mate-
rials, product output, and recycle and scrap materials. The expected valuc
of the dynamic balance is nonzero because small amounts of process residue are
allowed to accumulate within the unit process. We assume that these residue
quantities are small and consistent from batch to batch. Advanced account-
ability techniques, such as cumulative sums (which are discussed later in the
paper), are used to determine the value of the dynamic balance.

PLUTONIUM OXIDE PRODUCTION

The DYMAC prototype system was set up to follow an ongoing process at
the existing plutonium facility: the conversion of plutonium metal to oxide.
We defined four unit processes that make up this process: receiving, cutting,
dissolution, and screening (see flow diagram in Fig., 1).

The metal ingot is the input to the receiving unit process; it is
entered at the shipper's value. The ingot is unpackaged and the surface oxide
scraped off. The cleaned metal ingot, plutonium oxide, and contaminated pack-
aging material are the measured output. The dynamic balance is calculated for
this unit process which is then used to determine the difference between
shipper and receiver values.

The clean metal ingot is the input to the cutting unit process where
it is quartered. The quarters, metal sawdust, and cutting process solids are
the measured output. In this unit process, the value of the batch dynamic
balance represents the accumulation of small amounts of cutting residues
within the glovebox. This accumulation is assigned to the material-in-process
(MIP) account for the cutting unit process.

The metal quarters and sawings are the feed material for the dissolu-
tion unit process. The picces are separately dissolved with nitric acid and
then the nitrate solutions are blended. The plutonium in the blend solution
is purified by a peroxide precipitation, followed by redissolution and an
oxalate precipitation. The plutonium oxalate is then calcined to produce
plutonium oxide which is the output for the dissolution unit process. Undis-
solved metal is recycled on a measured basis. Other output from the unit
process--residues, peroxide and oxalate filtrates--is measured and sent to a
recovery process. The value of the dynamic balance for each batch is calcu-
lated and assigned to the MIP account for the dissolution unit process.

In the screening unit process, the input oxide is screened and
blended before being packaged as the final product. A dynamic balance is
drawn using an NDA determination of the plutonium oxide quantity. This NDA
value is later replaced by the more accurate chcmical assay results when they
become available,



SN MEASUREMENTS

The DYMAC prototype made extensive use of NDA techniques to draw unit
process dynamic balances in as near a real-time sense as possible. Because
most input and output was either plutonium metal or oxide, balances were
widely used. Solid residues removed from the plutonium oxide process were
measured by the segmented gamma scanner. An on-line thermal neutron coinci-
dence counter made the initial assay of the cans of product plutonium oxide,

We had a most enlightening measurement experience with the solution
assay instrument, a high resolution Ge(Li) detector. Its function in the
plutonium oxide process is to measure plutonium concentration in peroxide and
oxalate filtrate solutions, Large tanks of filtrates are weighed by a load
cell device to determine solution weight. A sample containing approximately
25 mf of solution is drawn from the tank and an exact sample weight is deter-
mined using an electronic digital balance. The sample is then analyzed using
the solution assay instrument to determine mass plutonium in the sample.

This is the standard sequence of measurements uscvd to calculate the
mass of plutonium in the filtrate tank. Prior experience2 had indicated that
accuracies of approximately 5% relative standard deviation could be expected
from the solution assay instrument for filtrate measurements. We compared a
number of solution assay determinations with results obtained by radio-
chemistry. The comparison indicated a statistically significant bias between
the two measurement methods for the peroxide filtrates: results of the solu-
tion assay instrument were approximately a factor of 2 lower than those
obrained by radiochemistry. This discovery prompted us to investigate the
difference between the two methods. The extremely high ratio of americium
to plutonium in the peroxide filtrates resulted in pulse pile-up from the
208-keV americium peak which interfered with the gamma-ray assay of tr~ 414-
kev 239py peak. We eliminated the bias by adding an algorithm to the solu-
tion assay instrument software which compensates for this interference.

This experience has demonstrated that all measurement systems must be
thoroughly tested using actual process material, Changes in process condi-
tions may adversely affect measurement accuracies. A continuing program is
necessary to verify measurement accuracies by occasional comparison with
independent measurcnient svstenc,

COMPUTER SYSTEM

The DYMAC prototypec systcem demonstrated that a dynamic inventory of
material can be maintained as it undergoes piocessing. A terminal was set up
in the plutonium oxide production area. Each time an operator completed a
step he entered that information at the terminal whichk sent it to the NOVA 840
computer to update the inventory.

DYMAC software has been designed to simplify the entry of informa-
tion into the data base. When an operator completes a processing step, he
must make a transaction. A transaction is a gencral vehicle for updating the
data base. A process transaction is modeled on a particular process. Much of
the information remains unchanged ecach time that a process transaction is
used (e.g., account nunber, project, item description). For the prototype we



designod o process teaosaction to parallal the steps in the plutonium oxide
process. From the terminai display the operator selects the processing step
that he just finished. Through a series of prompts he supplies a few pieces
of information related to that step (e.g., lot identification, material type,
bulk weight). The data base supplies the rest of the information to complete
the transaction,

Process transactions make it easier and quicker to complete a trans-
action, They also have a built-in diagnostic capability which reduces input
errors. For example, data record fields are defined to be of a specific
character type, thus data entered into a field can be checked for correct
character type. Before the transaction is sent to update the data base, the
operator has a last chance to alter what he has entered: the entire trans-
action is displayed for his verification and is only sent when he is satisfied
that all the irformation is correct.

The prototype computer system and software are similar to what is
being implemented in the new piutonium facility. The DYMAC system will make
the entire inventory of the new facility available at all times. As material
moves throu_ " the facility, the system will create, alter, or delete the
appropriate record in the inventory and record completed transactions in a
history file as was done in the prototype system for the plutonium oxide
process.

The DYMAC system makes much information available to operators
through on-line terminals, thus minimizing the number of printed reports.
Through the terminal system an operator can obtain accountability and process
information almost instantaneously. He can request on-line reports such as
listings of material by location with current total mass plutonium and criti-
cality limits displayed. Reports of transaction activity are also immediately
available. Process supervisors will be furnished with a printed listing of
their inventory holdings each morning to encourage quick daily inventory
checks. Other printed reports which require sorted data will be available to
process supervisors upon request,

MEASUREMENT CONTROL PROGRAM

A measurement control program ensures accuracy of response and con-
sistent measurement precision for the counting instruments used in the proto-
type DYMAC system. The program currently makes use of two control parameters.
The t-distribution is the control parameter for accuracy of response and the
X“-distribution is for precision. Both parameters are controlled by warning
limits at the 95% confidence level and action limits at the 99% confidence
level. Exavples of control charts for the t- and x2-parameters are shown in
Fig. 2. These charts werc generatcd using data obtained from the segmented
gamma scanner which measures solid waste material.

The measurement control program is an essential feature of the DYMAC
program since it provides assurance that measuring devices are functioning
properly. The measurement control program for the prototype system was not
administered by the NOVA 840 computer; howecver, in the final DYMAC system at
the new plutonium facility, the computer will monitor and ecxecute the



measurement ¢ontroi program in real time. The program will also be expanded
to include all mecasurement devices and not just counting instruments.

DATA EVALUATION

The most important task of DYMAC is to evaluate the data obtained by
the accounting system. DYMAC will make use of cumulative sum (cusum) tech-
niques to evaluate unit process dynamic balances. This type of evaluation
was not included in the prototype; however, the system did provide the neces-
sary information to allow off-line computations.

Figure 3 shows a cusum chart for the MIP account associated with the
cutting unit process. The behavior of the chart is somewhat erratic. We
include it here to demonstrate a lesson gained from operating experience with
the DYMAC prototype. The erratic behavior is due, at least in part, to scrap
material buildup from several batches on an unmeasured basis, which has been
credited to a single batch. Dynamic balancing is effective only if batch
dynamic balances are relatively small and consistent. This erratic situation
demonstrates the need to train operating personnel to meet the accountability
standards of the DYMAC program. Operators will undergo a formal training
program for DYMAC users before they gain access to the system at the new
facility.

The DYMAC computer system will construct cusum charts for each unit
process in near real-time. Each cusum chart will be evaluated on-line using
the V-mask techniques discussed by Cobb et al.,3 and the value of the dynamic
balance will be compared with predetermined control levels. When either 2
single batch or the cumulative sum of batch balances exceeds the control level,
the computer system will alert the person in charge who will determine why the
value is above the control level. Normally a thorough cleanout of the unit
process area will remedy the situation,
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Fig. 1. Flow diagram of FFTF oxide production process showing
NDA measurement points and material balance areas.
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